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• Significant changes in poverty rates among chil-
dren under 6 in 2008 included the following:
* Estimated young child poverty in the rural 
Midwest was 22.8 percent, significantly higher 
than in 2007 (21.0 percent).
* The young child poverty rate in Northeastern 
central cities fell by 0.7 percentage point to 
27.6 percent. However, Northeastern central 
cities continue to have higher young child 
poverty rates than Northeastern rural and 
suburban places.
• Young children in the rural South remain the 
most likely to be poor. Nearly one-third of young 
children in the rural South are poor. 
• Estimates suggest more than one in five american 
children under age 6 was in poverty in 2008.
• In no urban, suburban, or rural regional break-
downs did the number of young children in  
poverty decline significantly since 2007, and some 
areas saw increases in the number of children 
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TABLE 1. YOUNG CHILD POVERTY BY PLACE SIZE IN 2008
                          2008 AMERICAN COMMUNITY SURVEY
RURAL SUBURBAN CENTRAL CITY
PoPulation under 






































UNITEd STATES 3,660,889 970,407 26.5% 0.8% 12,383,825 1,906,933 15.4% 0.6% 8,431,955 2,240,857 26.6% -0.2%
NORThEAST 330,783 68,788 20.8% 1.9% 2,289,294 256,293 11.2% 0.7% 1,308,055 360,560 27.6% -2.4%
MIdwEST 1,117,265 254,505 22.8% 1.7% 2,543,142 341,095 13.4% 0.5% 1,558,611 450,533 28.9% 0.3%
SOUTh 1,679,310 523,601 31.2% 0.1% 4,628,916 825,360 17.8% 0.4% 2,947,165 855,078 29.0% -0.4%
wEST  533,531 123,513 23.2% 0.4% 2,922,473 484,185 16.6% 0.9% 2,618,124 574,686 22.0% 0.7%
1Levels of urbanization are defined as follows: rural consists of ACS geographic components “Not in metropolitan or micropolitan statistical area” and “in micropolitan statistical area”; suburban includes “In metropolitan 
statistical area - not in principal city” and central city includes “In metropolitan statistical area - in principal city”.
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TABLE 2. CHILD POVERTY BY PLACE SIZE IN 2008
                               2008 AMERICAN COMMUNITY SURVEY








































United StateS 11,187,926 2,499,004 22.3% 0.4 38,282,003 5,047,946 13.2% 0.3 23,355,074 5,693,920 24.4% -0.3
ALABAMA 307,572 81,031 26.3% -1.0 515,688 79,456 15.4% -5.0 282,753 80,031 28.3% 0.0
ALASkA 43,745 7,472 17.1% -2.5 41,564 3,592 8.6% -0.3 78,964 7,203 9.1% -0.3
ARIzONA 125,261 34,995 27.9% -3.1 727,078 117,107 16.1% 0.4 828,202 197,288 23.8% 1.5
ARkANSAS 262,216 71,343 27.2% -1.7 228,908 42,992 18.8% -2.2 200,201 57,514 28.7% 1.6
CALIfORNIA 162,179 35,297 21.8% 3.3 4,732,249 776,814 16.4% 1.2 4,323,520 888,799 20.6% 1.1
COLORAdO 149,192 20,099 13.5% -5.3 605,684 64,171 10.6% -0.7 436,060 95,139 21.8% -0.8
CONNECTICUT 64,771 6,872 10.6% 3.1 514,107 41,735 8.1% 0.5 220,420 50,973 23.1% 2.8
dELAwARE 39,808 8,085 20.3% 6.7 141,415 14,804 10.5% -1.0 23,213 4,844 20.9% -14.6
fLORIdA 205,079 56,796 27.7% 6.2 2,743,782 461,457 16.8% 1.7 992,771 203,031 20.5% -0.9
GEORGIA 434,306 116,778 26.9% 1.0 1,676,873 266,455 15.9% 0.9 390,572 118,659 30.4% -2.2
hAwAII 84,801 9,253 10.9% -0.4 133,936 11,809 8.8% -1.2 62,229 7,171 11.5% 4.4
IdAhO 137,479 28,328 20.6% 2.9 149,478 17,837 11.9% -1.3 120,610 18,308 15.2% -2.0
ILLINOIS 346,926 67,420 19.4% 2.0 1,741,520 199,108 11.4% 0.5 1,052,502 268,669 25.5% -0.2
INdIANA 330,259 64,768 19.6% 1.7 730,229 92,452 12.7% 1.1 488,936 126,007 25.8% 0.5
IOwA 291,163 47,144 16.2% 1.5 204,543 15,499 7.6% 1.3 202,484 38,042 18.8% -0.5
kANSAS 236,774 40,036 16.9% 0.0 228,799 17,367 7.6% -1.3 221,660 42,369 19.1% 0.8
kENTUCkY 401,161 115,910 28.9% -0.4 358,883 59,980 16.7% -0.6 231,155 56,810 24.6% 0.0
LOUISIANA 287,728 82,945 28.8% -5.0 491,824 85,762 17.4% -2.2 315,015 102,087 32.4% 0.9
MAINE 105,542 18,597 17.6% -0.8 124,397 13,645 11.0% -1.0 37,355 9,989 26.7% 8.6
MARYLANd 65,853 8,942 13.6% 2.6 1,031,077 82,632 8.0% 0.1 226,042 43,316 19.2% -2.4
MASSAChUSETTS n/a n/a n/a n/a 1,084,594 95,810 8.8% -0.2 322,415 73,624 22.8% -3.1
MIChIGAN 392,259 79,429 20.2% 0.6 1,329,292 172,029 12.9% 0.4 636,534 206,845 32.5% -0.9
MINNESOTA 304,831 41,982 13.8% 0.4 661,003 48,786 7.4% -1.0 267,313 49,443 18.5% -1.2
MISSISSIppI 411,794 144,028 35.0% -0.2 251,624 53,082 21.1% 4.1 88,472 31,462 35.6% -0.4
MISSOURI 354,436 86,547 24.4% 2.9 756,902 94,283 12.5% -0.2 281,072 78,187 27.8% 1.8
MONTANA 140,873 31,154 22.1% 1.7 28,464 4,031 14.2% 2.7 49,262 9,873 20.0% 3.0
NEBRASkA 167,730 23,117 13.8% -2.3 112,431 9,788 8.7% 0.6 155,265 25,449 16.4% -2.3
NEVAdA 45,824 5,736 12.5% -1.4 318,991 43,090 13.5% 0.5 279,661 47,763 17.1% -0.4
NEw hAMpShIRE 88,884 11,439 12.9% 4.0 146,910 6,069 4.1% -1.2 43,967 7,558 17.2% -0.4
NEw JERSEY n/a n/a n/a n/a 1,798,186 187,912 10.5% 0.9 228,359 65,466 28.7% -0.7
NEw MExICO 168,678 46,731 27.7% -0.1 151,430 33,873 22.4% -3.2 172,595 38,412 22.3% -0.7
NEw YORk 313,193 64,014 20.4% 1.0 1,854,076 168,511 9.1% 0.5 2,178,095 596,815 27.4% -1.2
NORTh CAROLINA 627,103 157,597 25.1% 0.8 913,460 141,303 15.5% 1.4 669,466 140,618 21.0% -1.2
NORTh dAkOTA 70,587 11,413 16.2% 0.9 28,862 3,706 12.8% 4.9 39,785 6,147 15.5% 1.6
OhIO 515,115 101,027 19.6% 1.0 1,548,750 179,136 11.6% -0.6 628,500 218,224 34.7% 0.2
OkLAhOMA 305,323 80,371 26.3% 1.1 325,178 50,726 15.6% 0.1 257,216 69,324 27.0% -1.0
OREGON 180,444 39,785 22.0% 0.9 389,716 60,861 15.6% 1.3 282,299 53,552 19.0% 1.1
pENNSYLVANIA 404,659 65,009 16.1% -0.8 1,719,227 191,394 11.1% 1.1 593,247 190,032 32.0% -2.6
RhOdE ISLANd n/a n/a n/a n/a 152,475 18,937 12.4% -0.5 72,448 15,879 21.9% -4.5
SOUTh CAROLINA 246,379 65,009 26.4% 0.3 650,684 120,946 18.6% 0.7 155,066 41,913 27.0% 1.1
SOUTh dAkOTA 101,270 21,543 21.3% 0.0 42,635 3,530 8.3% 2.3 49,346 8,903 18.0% 2.1
TENNESSEE 366,312 90,898 24.8% -1.6 584,440 74,914 12.8% -2.2 503,252 150,664 29.9% -0.0
TExAS 718,738 187,423 26.1% -0.6 2,885,609 481,416 16.7% -0.5 3,046,302 828,964 27.2% -0.8
UTAh 87,199 12,266 14.1% -3.2 590,311 49,751 8.4% 0.4 164,576 26,432 16.1% -2.0
VERMONT 80,730 11,324 14.0% -0.9 36,411 3,292 9.0% 2.2 n/a n/a n/a n/a
VIRGINIA 220,607 48,903 22.2% 2.8 1,095,826 100,884 9.2% 0.3 475,934 96,947 20.4% 0.8
wAShINGTON 173,787 35,068 20.2% 0.1 915,339 105,297 11.5% -0.8 429,179 76,637 17.9% -0.9
wEST VIRGINIA 166,932 44,101 26.4% 0.1 167,340 29,841 17.8% -0.2 44,062 13,046 29.6% 1.0
wISCONSIN 324,710 48,415 14.9% 0.6 606,342 47,681 7.9% -0.2 362,103 76,084 21.0% -3.9
wYOMING 86,625 9,196 10.6% -3.1 n/a n/a n/a n/a 25,788 3,013 11.7% 4.7
NORThEAST 1,071,729 187,146 17.5% 1.1 7,430,383 727,305 9.8% 0.6 3,705,599 1,012,366 27.3% -1.3
MIdwEST 3,436,060 632,841 18.4% 1.0 7,991,308 883,365 11.1% 0.1 4,385,500 1,144,369 26.1% -0.4
SOUTh 5,066,911 1,360,160 26.8% 0 14,062,611 2,146,650 15.3% 0.2 8,011,030 2,067,595 25.8% -0.6
wEST 1,613,226 318,857 19.8% -0.4 8,797,701 1,290,626 14.7% 0.6 7,252,945 1,469,590 20.3% 0.7
N/A = Not applicable.
1Levels of urbanization are defined as follows: rural consists of ACS geographic components “Not in metropolitan or micropolitan statistical area” and “in micropolitan statistical area”; suburban includes “In metropolitan statistical area 
- not in principal city” and central city includes “In metropolitan statistical area - in principal city”
2Data are based on 2008 American Community Survey estimates. For corresponding margins of error, refer to the US Census American Community Survey.
3Percentage point changes are based on unrounded poverty percentages and may differ slightly from those that would be obtained using rounded figures. 
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